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DIRECT LINE (202) 955·9664

Magalie R. Salas, Secretary
Federal Communications Commission
The Portals
445 12th Street, S.W.
Washington, D.C. 20554

Re: Notice of Ex Parte Presentation by Intermedia Communications Inc.

In the Matter of:

Access Charge Reform

Price Cap Performance Review

)

)

CC Docket No. 96-262

CC Docket No. 94-1

Interexchange Carrier Purchases )
of Switched Access Services )

CC DocketNO.~

Petition of V S West
Communications, Inc.

Dear Ms. Salas:

)
)

CC Docket No. 99-249

Pursuant to Sections 1. 1206(b)(l) and (2) of the Commission's Rules, Intermedia
Communications Inc. ("Intermedia"), and by its undersigned counsel, submits this notice in the
above-captioned docketed proceedings of oral and written ex parte presentations made on March
1, 2000. The presentations were made by Heather Gold, Vice President, Industry Policy,
Intermedia, and Jonathan Canis of Kelley Drye & Warren LLP. The presentations were made to:

DCOI/CANIJ/106026, I
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Michelle Carey, Chief, Policy and Program Planning Division
John Reel, Attorney-Advisor, Policy and Program Planning Division

During the presentations, Intermedia discussed a variety of issues related to the
appropriate forms of compensation that should apply to ISP-bound traffic terminated between
interconnected local carriers. Specifically, Intermedia urged the Commission to expeditiously
issue an order finding that the appropriate level of compensation for ISP-bound dial-up calls is
the reciprocal compensation rate that applies to local traffic passed between interconnected local
exchange carriers, unless and until a state regulatory commission sets some other form of
TELRIC-based compensation. Intermedia also asked the Commission to take other action to
prevent harassing litigation by ILECs on this matter. During the presentations, two written
pieces were distributed. Copies are attached to this notice.

Pursuant to the Commission's rules, Intermedia submits an original and a copy of this
notice of ex parte contact by hand delivery for inclusion in the public record of the above
referenced proceedings. Please direct any questions regarding this matter to the undersigned.

cRespe7ir~

L?,~! JOM an E. Canis
cc: Michelle Carey, Chief, Policy and Program Planning Division

John Reel, Attorney-Advisor, Policy and Program Planning Division
International Transcription Service

2
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BEFORE THE FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION

Complaint of Intermedia Communications Inc., DOCKET NO.
a~inst BellSouth Telecommunications. Inc.. for
Breach of Terms of Florida IntercoIU1ection FILED: October 8, 1999
Agreement under Sections 251 and 252 of the
Telecommunications Act of 1996. and Request
[or Relief

COMPLAINT OF INTERMEDIA COMMUNICATIONS INC.

------ ----- ----

Intermedia Communications Inc. ("Interrnedia"), through its counseL pursuant to Section

364.01, Florida Statutes, 47 U.S.C §252 (e)(I) and Iowa Utilities Board v. F.C.C., 120 F.3d 753

(8th Cir. 1997), aff'd in part and rev'd in part, AT&T Corn. v. Iowa Utilities Bd., 119 S.Ct. 721

(1999), hereby files this Complaint against BeIlSouth Telecommunications, Inc., ("BellSouth")

for breach of the terms of the Interconnection Agreement dated June 21, I996, by and between

BellSouth and Intermedia (the "Agreement"). As grounds for this Complaint and demand for

relief, Intennedia states as follows:

I. INTRODUCTION

I. This is an administrative action to enforce the terms ofthe Agreement, approved

by this Commission in Order No. PSC-96-1236-FOF-TP, issued on October 7, 1996, in Docket

No. 960769-TP.

II. JURISDICTION

2. The exact name and address of the Complainant is:
,

INTERMEDIA COMMUNlCATlONS INC.
3625 Queen Palm Drive
Tampa, Florida 33619

3. All notices, pleadings, orders and other documents submitted in this proceeding

should be provided to the following persons:

-~
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Scott Sapperstein. Senior Policy Counsel
INTERMEDIA CO\1~lL:>:ICATJOXSI~·c.

3625 Queen Palm Drive
Tampa,Florida 33619
Tel: (813) 829-0011
Fax: (813) 829-4923 .

Patrick Knight Wiggins
WIGGINS & VILLACORTA, P.A.
2145 Delta Boulevard
Suite 200
Tallahassee, Florida 32303
Tel: (850) 385-6007
Fax: (850) 385-6008

Jomlthan E. Canis
Enrico C. Soriano
KELLyDRYE& WARRENLLP
1200 19d1 Street, N.W.
Suite 500
Washington, D.C. 20036
Tel: (202) 955-9600
Fax: (202) 955-9792

4. The complete name and principal place of business of the Respondent to the

Complaint is:

BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc.
675 West Peachtree Street
Atlanta, Georgia 30375

5. Intennedia is, and at all material times has been, a competitive local exchange

carrier authorized to provide telecommunications services, including telephone exchange,

exchange access, and telephone toll, in Florida. BellSouth is, and at all material times has been,

an incumbent local exchange carrier in Florida.

-c.
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6. Section 251 (a)( I) of the Telecommunications Act of 1996 (the "Act"). 47 U.s.C.

~ 25) (al() ), obligates all telecommunications carriers to "interconnect directly or indirectly with

the facilities and equipment of other telecommunications carriers:' Section 251 (b)(5) of the Act.

47 U.S.c. § 251(b)(5), obligates Intermedia and BellSouth, as "local exchange carriers"

(""LECs") under the Act, to "establish reciprocal compensation arrangements for the transport and

tennination of telecommunications." Section 252 of the Act, 47 U.S,C. § 252, governs the

manner in which interconnection is negotiated between interconnecting telecommunications

carriers.

7. Pursuant to Section 252 ofthe Act, 47 U,S.C. § 252, Intermedia and BellSouth

negotiated the Agreement and filed it With this Commission on June 25, 1996. In accordance

with Section 252(e) ofthe Act, 47 U.S.C. § 252(e), the Commission approved the Agreement as

noted above on October 7, 1996. The portions ofthe Agreement relevant to this Complaint

(Section IV and Attachment B-1) are attached hereto and incorporated herein by reference as

Exhibit A,I

8. Pursuant to the terms of the Agreement, Intermedia and BellSouth have

interconnected their networks to enable end-user customers subscribing to Intennedia's local

exchange service to place calls to end-user customers subscribing to BellSouth's local exchange

service, and vice versa.

I On February 16, 1999, Intennedia and BeJlSouth executed an amendment to the Agreement, which among other
things, extended the effect of the Agreement as amended from time to time until December 31, 1999. This
amendment was filed with the Commission for approval on February 18, 1999. It was approved in Order No. PSC
99-0632-FOF-TP. issued April 2, 1999, in Docket No. 990187.TP.



-Co

Complaint of Intermcdia Communicalions Inc.
Filed: October 8, 1999
Page 4 of II

9. On June 3. 1998. Intermedia and BeliSouth executed 311 "Amendment to Master

IntercOJU1ectiol1 Agreement Between Intemledia Communications Inc. and BellSouth

Telecommunications. Inc. Dated July I. 1996" (the "AmendmenC), which is material to this

Complaint. The Amendment was filed \ly'ith the Commission on July 13. 1998. In accordance

with Section 252(e) of the Act, 47 U.S.c. § 252(e), the Commission approved the Amendment in

Order No. PSC-98-1347-FOF-TP, issued October 21, 1998, in Docket No. 980879-TP. A copy

of the Amendment is attached hereto and incorporated herein by reference as Exhibit B.

10. By the tenns of the Agreement, the parties may petition the Commission for a

resolution ofany dispute that arises as to the interpretation ofany provision ofthe Agreement.2

11. The Commission has jurisdiction to consider this Complaint pursuant to Sections

364.01,364.03, and 364.285, Florida Statutes.

12. The Commission also is authorized under the Act to adjudicate disputes relating

to the interpretation and enforcement of interconnection agreements. lIDs authority was

explicitly recognized by the Eighth Circuit Court ofAppeals in Iowa Utilities Board v. F.C.C.,

13. Thus, the Commission has jurisdiction to interpret and enforce the tenns ofthe

Agreement and the Amendment under both federal and state statutes.

2 Section XXIII.
'The court stated that "We believe that the state commission's plenary authority to accept or reject
[interconnection agreements) necessarily carries with it the authority to enforce the provisions ofagreements that
the state commissions have approved." 120 F.3d at 804. That portion of the Eighth Circuit's opinion was vacated
by the Supreme Court on ripeness grounds. AT&T Corp., supra.
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Ill. STANDING

14. Intermedia' s substantial interest in this Complaint is the enforcement of the

Agreement between Intermedia and BellSouth with respect to the application of the appropriate

reciprocal compensation rate for transport and termination of local traffic.

15. Accordingly, Intennedia has standing to bring this Complaint for hearing before

this Commission pursuant to Section 120.569(1), Florida Statutes, A2riCQ Chemical CQ, v.

Department QfEnvironmental Re'!ulation, 406 So. 2d 478,482 (Fla. 2d DCA 1981) and Section

• . 252 of the Act.

IV. ALLEGATIONS OF FACT

16. Section IV.B ofthe Agreement states, in relevant part, that "[e]ach party will pay

the other for terminating its local traffic on the other's network the local interconnection rates as

set forth in Attachment B-1." Attachment B-1, in turn., establishes the applicable reciprocal rate

for local traffic termination as $0.01056 per minute of use ("MOU"). Intennedia has exchanged

local traffic with BellSouth on the basis of that provision.

17. On September 15, 1998, the Commission issued Order No. PSC-98-1216-FOF-

TP-4 in Docket No. 98049S-TP,' in which it detemrined that the parties were obligated under the

Agreement to pay reciprocal compensation for the transport and tennination oftelephone

exchange service that is tenninated to end-user customers who are internet service providers. A

copy of the Conunission's decision is attached hereto and incorporated herein by reference as

Exhibit C.

• Pending decision in Case No. 4:98 CV 352·RH. U.S. District Court. Northern District of Florida.
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18. On January 8. 1999. Intem1edia made demand on BellSouth for payment in the

amount of $23.617.329.00 for reciprocal compensation due and o\\'ing as of November 30.1998.

A copy of the letter is attached hereto and incorporated herein by reference as Exhibit D.

BellSouth was unresponsive to Intern1edia' s demand.

19. On April 20. 1999, the Commission issued Order No. PSC-99-0758-FOF-TP. in

which it denied BellSouth·s motion for a stay of Order No. PSC-98-1216-FOF-TP. A copy of

the Commission's decision is attached hereto and incorporated herein by reference as Exhibit E.

20. On May 4, 1999, Intermedia made demand again on BelISouth for payment--~s

time in the amount of $34,563,780AO--for reciprocal compensation due and owing as ofMarch

30, 1999. A copy ofthe demand letter is attached hereto and incorporated herein by reference as

Exhibit F. BellSouth responded on May 11, 1999, stating that it ''will continue the status quo."

A copy ofBellSouth's response is attached hereto and incorporated herein by reference as

Exhibit G.

21. On July 2, 1999, pursuant to the Commission's order, BellSouth sent Intennedia a

check in the amount of$12,723,883.38, claiming it to be payment of reciprocal compensation

owed to Intermedia through April 1999. A copy ofBellSouth's transmittal is attached hereto and

incorporated herein by reference as Exhibit H.

22. On July 13, 1999, Intennedia wrote a Jetter to BellSouth stating that the amount of

the check was not adequate to compensate Intermedia for the reciprocal compensation traffic that

Intennedia had tenninated for BellSouth through April 1999. Intermedia stated, moreover, that it

~ Docket No. 980495-TP was consolidated with Docket Nos. 971478-TP. 980184-TP and 980499-TP. the

-Co . _.
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could not discern the method BellSouth used to calculate the amount remitted on the basis of

BeJlSouth's accompanying spreadsheet but that ir would shortly advise BellSouth of the correct

amount to be paid. A copy of Intemledia's letter is attached hereto and incorporated herein by

reference as Exhibit 1.

23. On July 26, 1999, Intennedia wrote a follow-up letter to BellSouth, demonstrating

with the support ofa spreadsheet that the correct amount BellSouth still owed to lnterrnedia for

the period in question, after accounting for prior BellSouth payments to date, was

$37,664,908.70,6 leaving a balance outstanding of$24,841,025.32. A copy oflntennedia's letter

is attached hereto and incorporated herein by reference as Exhibit J.

24. In addition, in the July 26,1999, letter, Intermedia advised BellSouth that for the

months ofMay and June 1999, BellSouth owed still a balance outstanding ofS6,672,92S.23.7

Thus, accounting for the payment ofS12,723,883.38, BellSouth owes Intennedia still an amount

of $31 ,513,950.558 for reciprocal compensation traffic tenninated through the end ofJune 1999

in Florida

25. The rates established in the Agreement at Attachment B-1 have been effective at

all times pertinent to this Complain~ and presently remain effective for the duration ofthe

Agreement.9 The composite rate for OS-1 tandem switching is $0.01056 per MOU. Intennedia

has, without exception, remitted monthly invoices to BellSouth for reciprocal compensation

complaints of MCIMetro, TCG and WorldCom, respectively.
6 S3,546,628.85 of this amount consists of late payment charges, which were not calculated correctly according to
Section IV.B. of the Agreement. Intennedia will advise Bel/South of the correct amount ofJate payment charges
after recalculating it on the basis of BellSouth's obligation to pay quarterly.
'This amount consists of $36,869.80 in late payment charges, subject to the same calculation error.
I This amount is subject to adjustment upon recalculation of late payment charges.
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based on this fate. from the in\"oice for February 1997 sen'ices to the most recent invoice fOf July

1999 sen'ices. See Exhibit J.

26. BellSouth refuses to pay the composite rate of $0.0 I056 per MOU for

compensable traffic occurring after June 2. 1998. Rather, BellSouth unilaterally applies a rate of

SO.00200 per MOU for local tandem switching. lo BellSouth justifies this five-fold reduction on

the claim that the Amendment, by its tenns, sets new rates that are unconditionally and

universally applicable to every exchange of local traffic between BellSouth and Intennedia.

Specifically, in a letter dat~ August 27, 1999, from Ms. Nancy White, General Counsel-Florida

for BellSouth to Mr. Scott Sapperstein, Senior Policy Counsel for Intermedia, BellSouth takes

the following position:

The intent of the June 3, 1998 Amendment to the Interconnection
Agreement betWeen Intermedia and BellSotlth, which was signed
by both parties, was to establish elemental rates for local traffic.
The Amendment specifically states in paragraph 3 that "The Parties
agree to bill Local traffic at the elemental rates specified in
Attachment A." Additionally, paragraph 4 provides for
"...reciprocal compensation being paid between the Parties based
on the elemental rates specified in Attachment A." (emphasis
added)

A copy ofBellSouth's letter is attached hereto and incorporated herein by reference as Exhibit K.

27. The plain language and meaning of the'Amendment is diametrically opposed to

BellSouth's interpretation.

28. BeIlSouth's attempt to apply the elemental rates specified in the Amendment by

improperly severing the rate provision from the rest of the Amendment must fail because of the

9 See supra note J.
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manner in which the rates are positioned in the Amendment. In particular. the elemental rates are

placed beneath the following introductory statement:

Multiple Tandem Access shall be available according to the
following rates for local usage. I J

This language clearly ties the elemental rates in the Amendment to the implementation of MTA.

29. The Amendment states, in relevant part:

The Parties agree that BellSouth will, upon request,
provide, and [Intermedia] will accept and pay for, Multiple
Tandem Access, otherwise referred to as Single Point of
Interconnection, as defined in 2. following J2

• (emphasis
added).

Multiple Tandem Access, in tum, is defined as an

arrangement [which] provides for ordering interconnection
to a single access tandem, or, at a minimum, less than all
access tandems within the LATA for [Intermedia's]
terminating local and intraLATA toll traffic and
BellSouth's terminating local and intraLATA toll traffic
along with transit traffic to and from other ALECs,
Interexchange carriers, Independent Companies and
Wireless Carriers. This arrangement can be ordered in one
v.;ay trunks and/or two way trunks or Super Group. One
restriction to this arrangement is that all of [Intermedia's]
NXXs must be associated with these access tandems;
otherwise, (Intennedia] must interconnect to each tandem
where an NXX is "homed" for transit traffic switched to
and from an Interexchange Carrier.13

30. The Amendment simply allows Intennedia to request from BellSouth Mutiple

Tandem Access (MTA), ifdesired by Intermedia, and sets the terms and conditions for the

'OIntennedia is unable to determine the source for this rate. It does not appear in Attachment A of the Amendment
as BelISouth claims.
II Amendment, Attachment A.
I~ Amendment, Item I.
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provision of MTA where requested by lntermedia.

3 J . lntennedia has never requested that BellSouth provide MTA to Intennedia

pursuant to the Amendment. BellSouth has never provided MTA to Intemledia under the

Amendment pursuant to Intermedia's request. Likewise. Intennedia has never accepted the

provisioning of MTA by BeIlSouth under the Amendment. Currently, and at all times material

to this proceeding, Intermedia, to the best of its knowledge, has direct interconnection trunks to

each and every tandem in the relevant Local Access and Transport Areas.

32. On infonna~.ion and belief, BellSouth has also applied an incorrect rate for

computing compensation due to Intermedia for compensable local traffic occurring before June

3, 1998. Specifically, BeIISouth appears to have applied a rate of$0.01028 per MOU rather than

the correct rate of$0.01056 per MOU. See Exhibit H, page 6.

33. Thus, BellSouth has deni~ continues to deny, Intermedia the full compensation

to which it is entitled under the Agreement Accordingly, BellSouth is in breach ofthe

Agreement.

v. REQUEST FOR RELIEF

WHEREFO~Intermedia requests that the Commission (1) find that BellSouth is in

breach of the Agreement; (2) detennine that the appropriate rate to be applied at all times under

the Agreement for purposes of reciprocal compensation for the transport and termination oflocal

traffic is the rate of$0.01056 per MOV for DS-l tandem switching as established in the

Agreement at Attaclunent B-:I; (3) upon that detennination, order BellSouth to remit full

11 Amendment. Item 2.
. -Co . _.
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payment to lntennedia without delay. including payment oflate payment charges pursuant to the

Agreement: (4) require BellSouth to apply the correct rate for compensable local traffic occurring

before June 3. 1998; and (5) grant such other relief as the Commission deems appropriate.

Respectfully submitted.

Patrick Knight 199ms
WIGGINS & VILLACORTA, P.A.
2145 Delta Boulevard, Suite 200
Tallahassee, Florida 32303
Tel: (850) 385-6007
Fax: (850)385-6008

Scott Sapperstein
INTERMEDIA COMMUNICATIONS INc.
3625 Queen Palm Drive
Tampa, Florida 33619
Tel: (813) 829-0011
Fax: (813) 829-4923

Jonathan E. Canis
Enrico C. Soriano
KELLyDRYE& WARRENLLP
1200 19lh Street, N.W., Suite 500
Washington, D.C. 20036
Tel: (202) 955-9600
Fax: (207) 955·9792

Counsel for Intermedia Communications Inc.

-~



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I HEREBY CERTIFY that a copy of the foregoing has been
furnished by U.S. Mail or hand delivery* this 8th day of October,
1999, to the following:

!\laney B. \-vhi te*
c/o Nancy Sims
BellSouth
Telecommunications,Inc.
150 South Monroe Street, #400
Tallahassee, FL 32301

.'

Cathy Bedell
Florida Public Service
Commission
2540 Shumard Oak Boulevard
Tallahassee, FL 32399-0850

.._-_._---_. ------_._---
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Service access provided by two or more LEes and/or ALECs or by one LEe in 'two or
more states within a single LATA.

II. Purpose

The parties desire to enter into this Agreement consistent with all applicable
federal. sta:e and local statutes, rJles and regulations in effect as of the date of its
execution including, witho'ut limitation, the Act at Sections 251, 252 and 271 and to
replace any and all other prior agreements, both written and oral. including, without
limitation. that certain Stipulation and Agreement dated December 7, 1995. applicable
to the state of Florida concerning the terms and conditions of interconnection. The
access and interconnection obligations contained herein enable leI to provide
competing telephone exchange service and private line service within the nine state
region of BellSouth.

III. Tenn of the Agreement

A. The term of this Agreement shall be two years, beginning July 1" 1996.

S: The-partieS agree that by.no later than July 1.1997, they shan commen~
negotiations with regard to the terms;conditions 'and prices of focal interconnection to
be effective beginningJuly 1, 1998. .

c. If.·within 135 days of commencing the negotiation referred to In section II
(8) above. the parties are unable to satisfactorilynegotiate new local interconnection

• terms. conditions and prices. either party may petition the commissions to establish
appropriate local interconnection arrangements pursuant to 47 U.S.C. 252. The parties
agree that. in such event, they shall encourage the commissions tn issue its order
regarding the appropriate local interconnection arrangements no later thanMarch
11997.. The parties further agree that in the event the Commission does not issue its
order prior to July 1,1998 or if the parties continue beyondJuly 1. 1998 to negotiate the
local interconnection arrangements without Commission intervention. the terms. .
conditions and prices ultimately ordered by the Commission. or negotiated by the .
parties. will be·effective retroactive to July 1. 1998. Until the revised local
interconnection arrangements become effective. the parties shall continue to exchange.
traffic pursUS"nt to the terms and conditions of this Ag~ment

• I

N. Local Interconnection

A. The delivery of local traffic between the parties shall be reciprocal and
compensation will be mutual according to the provisions of this Agreement. The parties
agree that the exchange of traffic on BellSouth's EAS routes shall be considered as

;al traffic and compensation for the termination of such traffic shall be pursuant to the
lerms of this section. EAS routes are those exchanges within an exchange's Basic

- 3- ·-eo
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local Calling Area, as defined in Sec~ion A3 of BellSouth's General Subscriber Services
Tariff.

B. Each party wiil pay the other for terminati:1g its local traffic on the other's
network the local·interconnection rates as set fo~h in Attachment 8-1, by this reference
incorporated herein. The charges for lecal interconnection are to billed monthly and
payable quarterly after appropriate adjustments pursuant to this Agreement are made.
Late payment fees, not to exceed 1% per month after the due date may be assessed, if
interconnection charges are not paid. within thirty (30) days of the due date of the
quarterly bill.

C. The first six month period after the execution of this Agreement is a
testing period in which the parties agree to exchange data and render billing. However,
no compensation during this period will be exchanged. If, during the second six month
period, the monthly net amount to be billed prior to the cap being applied pursuant to
subsection (D) of this section is less than $40,000.00 on a state by state basis, the
parties agree that no payment is due. This cap shall be reduced' for each of the
subsequent six month periods as follows: 2nd period--$40,OOO.OO; 3rd period-

• $30,000.00; and 4th period-$20,OOO.OO. The cap shall be SO.OO for any period after
the expiration of thisA9~mentbut prior.to the execution of a new agreement

,; _-- ~;~!t,.:.."ti~~~~~i':' ..,;~~,; '.~: ..".:i....:;.:':;:~ ~ ....: .. ".. :~ ~ ~~......~. ..

-~: :-D. ":The""pmties agree that neither.party shaD be required to compenSate the
other.for more than 105% of the total biUed local Interconnection minutes ofuse of the

." party.with the loWer totaf bDled local fnterconn€C?fion minutes ofuse in .the same ~onth
. on a statewide basis~"This cap shaD apply to the total bnIed local Interconnection
minutes of use measured by tile local switching element cal~latedfor each party and
any affiliate of the party providing local exchange telecommunications services under
the party's certificate of necessity issued by the Commission. "Each party win report to
the other a Percentage local Usage rPLUj and the application of the PlU will
detennine the amount t)f local minutes to be biifed to the other party. Until such time as
actual usage data is available or at the expiration of the first year after the execution of
this Agreement. the parties agree to utJlize a mutually acceptable surrogate for the PLU
factor. The calQtJtations , including examples of the calculation of the cap between the
parties will be pursuant to the procedures set out in Attachment A, incorporated herein
by this reference. For purposes of developing the PlU, each party shall consider every
local call ancfevery IQng distance call. Effective on p,e first of January, April, July an~
October of each year, the partie$ shall update their PLU.

E. The parties agree that there are three appropriate me~ods of
nterconnecting facilities: (1) virtual collocation where physical collocation is not
Jractical for technical reasons or because of space limitations; (2) physical collocation;
'.nd (3) interconnection via purchase of facilities from either party by the other party.
'_· ... s and charges for collocation are set forth in Attachment C-13. incorporated herein
• .IS reference. Facilities may be purchased at rates. terms and conditions set forth
I BellSouth's intrastate Switched Access (Section E6) or Special Access (Section E7)

.-...
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['Io"TE.R."ITDH CO~:'\lCA TlO~S. r-;c. aDd

B£LLSOCTB. n::U:CO~~lCAnOSS. rsc.
D.~TED Jl1.Y 1,1996

?U:'SL:.U'l1 to this A~c:'ll (the - Amc:'lC:.e:r""), Inre:media Cocunu:lica.tions. l:1c.
("lCn V1d BellScuth Tdec:omJ:)Wli~:ions., 1~. rE<IISouth"") hereinafter refrrred to
;:oli~tj\lely as the "Pmies" hC1'Cby~ to ~c:l:! ~1..%1 cemio MISter 1nt.e:"cOnne:tion
Ap-:ement berwecn the h.rtics effc::i\'c July I, }~6 ("1ntereonnc::tion Agr:c:ncnt").

NOW THEREfORE, in eoc.sidemioD oCme mutuaJ provisions contained herein and
other Eood and valuable cODsidention, the receipt a.nd sufficiency of v.-hich arc hereby
acknowledged., leI and BeUS~.~ bereby covenant &Ad agree AS follows:

I. The Puties I£rCC \hat &l1Soutb \IIill, upon request. provide, aneS
let wiU ""9t anei pay for, Muhirlc TandemA~ othc::wisc referred to as
Single Pointofln~oa. AS ddiDed ill 2.. foDowmr.

This amDs=eat provides f:ot CII'dIriI1s~lllO • siDBJc access
tandem; or; ata mlalmum; less th1Sl aU~ tandems withia me LATA for:
JeI'itiiTa~JocaI iDd iatraL\TA toll U'If5c aDd BcllSouzh's~I~
loc:a1 &Dd iainLATA toB traf5C: aloDrwid! UUlsit IZ'Iftic to IDd &om ocher
ALEC&.~lCCa:ri=s,~ CompWcs aDd Wlt'Cless Canic:n.
This arrmgemCPt caD be ordc:red 1D CDC way ZI'tUlks &DdIor two way WDlc.s ot'.

Super Group. One resuictioD to this amza;=n=u is tbu aU of lCI', NXXs must
be associzt=d With these~ tmdem£; odlerwisc.IC must iDttrcoanect to
ead1 andem wbc:rc aD NXX is~ for rnmsit craffic swit:bcc1 to and from
an J.J)ltm:ehmge Carrier.

3. The Parties~ to bill Loc&11n£5c m the elc:mcmaJ rates specified in
AcacbmCZIIA.

~. This am=dmeDt wiU m:uh illr=i~ compcasation being paid ~ec:n me
Parties baNd OQ the clcme=a1 rata spcc:ificd in Aaacbmc::u A.

5. The PU'Iics l~e thaI a!1 of me o:b:r r:'O'isions of the L'J:Crcoun=on
A~ C21ed JuJy 1. 1~. C:.i.ll :::r.a.in in full force w effea.

5. Th: ?u:i:s f.mhet a~ tiw er.h::: or both of the Pz.":i:s is aurilo:iu::d ~
sub:nit this A..m..eod:In=2r to m: ~:ve SUI: regui2.tory i.uIborirics for
zpproval subject to Se::::::lon ~2(e) of~ Fedenl Telecom."l:r.r.nications Aa of
19%.


